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Not enough facts 


The shooting down of the South Korean 
airliner over Soviet territory was an appal- 
ling human tragedy which should not be 
exploited as part of the game of politics, 
whether of the anti-Soviet or pro-Soviet 
kind. Unfortunately, in view of the breed 
of politician that prevails over most of the 


“world today, this exploitation was bound to 


happen. 

What are the actual facts of the shoot- 
ing? At the time that these words are put 
to print, not all of them have been ascer- 
tained, and it is not likely that they will 
be. Some tape recordings of radio mess- 
ages between Soviet pilots and their ground 
control have been played before the UN 
Security Council but American intelligence 
chiefs have requested that the full recorded 
material in their possession should not be 
publicly released as, according to them, 
it would assist the Russians in penetrating 


the secret techniques of US monitoring 
services. Whether this is the case, OF 
whether it is because the recorded material 
is politically embarrassing, we will perhaps 
never know. Certain facts about the inci- 
dent, however, do not seem to be in doubt. 

These are that the Korean airliner, 
whether accidentally or otherwise, was at 
the time flying off course and over Soviet 
air space. The Soviet authorities claim 
that their pilots observed the correct pro- 
cedure for signalling to the Korean pilot 
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THE BEREAVED IN KOREA 


Their grief is more genuine than that of 
the politicians 


eee 


that they wanted him to land, and that he 
ignored their signals. Whatever our view 
of the Soviet regime, there seems no 
reason in this case to doubt such a claim, 
as there could be no conceivable Soviet 
interest to be served in the shooting down 
of the plane without observance of such a 
rule. 

What is also acknowledged as fact is 
that in the past the Americans have sent 
spy planes over that part of Soviet terri- 
tory, furthermore that just such a plane was 
in the vicinity at the time, 

Try to picture a situation in which the 
RAF detected an aircraft belonging to a 
hostile foreign power making an unauthor- 
ised flight through British air space. Imag- 
ine that as a background to this situation: 
there was record of hostile powers sending 
spy planes over the same area. Let us pre- 
sume that the RAF has gone through all the 
correct procedures for notifying that plane 
of its position and requesting it to land, 
and the pilot of the plane still refuses to 
comply but continues on his course. 

Just what should the RAF then do in 
that situation? 

Should it just let the plane go?: In that 
event Britain would effectively cease to 
exercise sovereignty over her own air space 
and hostile aircraft would have the green 
light to fly over that space at will, engag- 
ing in whatever spying operations their 


owners pleased. 

This magazine holds no brief for the 
Soviet Union. We have as consistent anti- 
Communist record as any journal in print. 

But this does not mean that we feel 
bound to join in the present clamour of 
moral indignation against Soviet Russia, 
when there has not yet been time to assess 
the full facts of the issue surrounding the 
destruction of the Korean aircraft. Not- 
withstanding the loathsomeness of the Sov- 
iet regime, it is quite possible that, if 
those facts were known, they would not 
reflect any more favourably on the Amer- 
ican political leaders, notably President 
Reagan himself, than upon the men in the 
Kremlin. For instance, could the reason 
that the airliner failed to answer signals to 
land be that it was, as the Kremlin main- 
tained, on a spying mission, and that if it 
landed and was searched evidence might be 
discovered that would be highly embarrass- 
ing, possibly to the United States? 

Furthermore, is it possible that the pilot 
of the doomed plane, when asked by the 
Soviets to land, radioed to his bosses for 
instructions, only to be told that on no acc- 
ount must he do so? 

In that case could it not be that those 
who sent the plane on a spying mission 
were equally guilty in bringing about the 
deaths of the passengers as were the Soviet 
chiefs who authorised that the plane be 
shot down -- if not more so? 

We ask these questions, not because we 
presume yet to have an answer to them, 
but only because: to date they remain un- 
answered. 

We also ask them for another reason. It 
is our belief that Western political leaders 
in the world today are no less unscrupulous 
than their Soviet counterparts and would 
equally be prepared to put human life at 
risk in the game of international power 
politics. 

That is why we scent so much hyHodhisy 
in their current postures of indignation — 
postures that seem much more calculated 
for political effect than motivated by gen- 
uine anger and outrage. 


Priorities 

Britain is losing the battle against 
crime. Despite the posture of the Tories as 
the party of ‘law and order’, the fact is 
that lawbreaking has increased vastly dur- 
ing 4 years of Tory government. 

What is equally disturbing is that the 
rate of detection of crimes has been going 
steadily down. In the last year or so the 
country has been stunned by a series of 
horrific attacks on children, often ending 
in murder. Yet in almost no case have the 
offenders been brought to book. 

Some criticism of police detection 


methods may be justified. But what must 
be said in defence of the police is that their 
resources are limited, particularly in man- 
power. 

What becomes vitally important in such 


‘a situation is the order of priorities deter- 


mining the allocation of police manpower 
to various duties, and here the powers of 
decision do not lie solely with chief cons- 
tables; these officers have to work within 
bounds of general policy determined by the 
Home Office, as well as bounds of law det- 


Rite 


FUNNY (HA! HA!) PAGE 
OF N. F. MAGAZINE 


Symbolism of title piece seems appropriate 


example in the latest issue we have seen is 
an analysis of the Jewish influence in the 
present Tory Cabinet, a list of Mrs. That- 
cher's ministerial colleagues and advisors 
reading like a roll call of the Knesset. Also 
interesting is an article describing the var- 
ious Russian Nationalist' influences in the 
Soviet state and society, which substant- 
iates much of what Spearhead has said on 
the subject. 

Regrettable, therefore, that towards the 
rear the editorial board has to descend to 


Up 


ermined by parliament. 

As just one instance, the law as it is 
protects the right of the women of Green- 
ham Common to carry out a protest dem- 
onstration of indefinite duration against 
nuclear missiles. So far these revolting 
specimens of femininity have been squatt- 
ing on the demonstration site for no less 
than 2 years! The latest estimate of the 
public cost of this operation is £2 million, 
by far the greater part of which is accoun- 
ted for by the maintenance of a massive 
police presence on the spot. 

A simple act of parliament curbing the 
right of these people to demonstrate would 
spare the public vast expense and release 
great numbers of police officers to spend 
their time investigating really serious 
crime. Yet because this right is considered 
sacred the drain on police resources has to 
continue. The killer of little Susan Max- 
well and the homosexual rapers of the six- 
year-old unnamed Brighton boy go unfound 
while the harridans of Greenham Common 
continue to engage droves of bobbies pro- 
tecting their precious ‘freedoms’. Haven't 
we got our values wrong somewhere? 


The curate’s egg 
It is a pity about Nationalism Today, 


the pictorial magazine produced on behalf 
of the National Front. Interspersed with the 
crypto- Marxist claptrap with which readers 
have become familiar are some well-res- 


earched and informative articles and ex- 


posures which suggest that the publication 
has the potential to do better things. An 


silly and infantile attacks on the British 
National Party and sneers at other Nation- 
alists. This journalistic masturbation is 
contained in a feature called ‘Rite up’, 
the meaning of which words is indicated by 
a drawing of an upturned heart, positioned 
so as to resemble a human posterior — with 
a finger pointed upwards in.mediately 
underneath. Human posteriors are of course 
very much of a preoccupation with certain . 
personnel of the National Front, and so this 
choice of symbolism is perhaps an apt one. 

Speaking of that subject, shortly before 
this latest copy of NT came into our hands, 
we were informed d through the grapevine 
that in it was to be contained Mr. Martin 
Webster’s reply to our exposure of him in 
July as a pederast and seducer of innocent 
young boys. So we waited with interest to 
read what he had to say. 

In the event his column was found to 
consist of a page-long personal tirade of 
abuse against our Editor which was note; 
worthy for the fact that nowhere in it was 
there a.single word of denial of. the facts 
we published. 

As we said at the beginning, it is a 
pity. The Nationalist cause could do with 
a publication specialising in the sort of 
shortish, informative articles on grass roots 
issues in which NT, in its bést features, 
excels. Some of its contributors are cert- 
ainly keen and talented, and we are left 
with a feeling of regret that their keenness 
and talent are being exploited by evil 
creatures alongside and behind them who 
wish the Nationalist cause nothing but 
harm. 
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The factional conflict 


FIGHTING TO WIN 


BRITISH NATIONALISM, the cause for 
which this magazine campaigns, has been 
in a state of division ever since the General 
Election of 1979. This division was 
reflected in this year's General Election, 
when the already slender resources of the 


Nationalist movement were split in the 


waging of two separate electoral cam- 
paigns, each aiming at the contesting of 
50-plus seats and the attainment of 
broadcasting time. Those thousands who 
saw these broadcasts and were attracted 
by their message will unfortunately not 
channel their support into a single party 
but will have that support splintered into 
two separate parties, some going one way 
and some going the other. 

Very few Nationalists in their right 
minds want this situation to continue. 
The sentiments of the vast majority are 
against division and in favour of unity. 
The question is: how are these sentiments 
going to be translated into reality? 


TWO WAYS TO UNITY 


There are two alternative ways: (a) 
The two main factions, together with the 
smaller factions, negotiate a merger of 
forces by common consent; or (b) In the 
struggle between the different factions, 
one faction emerges victorious and from 
its position of supremacy absorbs the 
memberships of the others and drives 
them out of business. 

To most Nationalists, method (a) is 
much the preferable one because of the 
factor of speed. A continued struggle 
between the factions will be a long and 
protracted one in which much time will 
be wasted and much energy devoted to 
fighting fellow Nationalists instead of the 
enemies of Nationalism. It may take 2 or 
3 more years for this struggle to be con- 
cluded, and those are 2 or 3 years that 
the cause can ill afford to lose. 

That is why this magazine advocated 
a short time ago that a merger of National- 
ist forces be sought by negotiation and 
common consent. It gave its support to a 
scheme launched to bring this about, 
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sponsored by a group of people calling 
themselves The Committee for Nationalist 
Unity. 


extent, but in its full objective it failed: a 
merger of ALL Nationalist forces was not 
achieved because it was opposed by two 
of the three leading Nationalist factions, 
the National Front and British Movement. 
Those forces that did agree to merge 
formed themselves into the British 
National Party, which organisation our 
magazine has supported from its outset. 
We supported it because it was the faction 
dedicated to UNITY among Nationalists 
and whose leaders had given evidence of 
their commitment to that unity. By 
contrast we opposed, and still oppose, 
those factions which stand in the way of 
unity, which we have named. 

In short, because of the opposition 
of these factions, unity by negotiation 
proved impossible. There remains the 
only alternative course, the pursuit of 
unification by STRUGGLE and the 
absorption by the victorious faction of 
the defeated factions. 

Wishing that this situation did not 
exist will not make it cease to exist. 

There are many Nationalists, well 
meaning people though they are, who have 
not grasped this reality. They delude 
themselves that the struggle for primacy 
between Nationalist factions is one in 
which they can afford the luxury of not 
“taking sides”; they stand on the sidelines 
assuming a role of lofty ‘neutrality’ but in 
fact preparing to join whichever side wins. 
They think they appear wise and even 
‘statesmanlike’ but in fact all they are 
demonstrating is cowardice and oppor- 
tunism. 

Then there are others who do take 
sides but deplore the rough and tumble of 
faction-fighting when it occurs. They give 
their support to one leader and party but 
when the flack starts flying between the 
leaders and parties they like to duck out 
of the firing line and even castigate their 


own side for getting engaged. Better, they 


say, to maintain a dignified silence in the 
war of words between the opposing 


The scheme succeeded to a limited 


contenders. 

These people may enjoy the sensation 
of not dirtying their hands with the grime 
of battle. They may win the accolades of 
some of their friends for keeping those 
hands clean. 

But such poeple, though they prate 
how much they deplore the division 
between Nationalists, will contribute 
nothing whatever to the unification of 
Nationalists. | 


VICTORY OVER SPLITTERS 


That unification will only be made | 
possible by the victory of those who have 
the vision of unity over those who want to 
maintain division. This means, not standing 
on the sidelines, but fighting to win. 

Winning means being prepared to 
engage in a nasty and sometimes dirty 
battle. If one is in the battle zone when 
the dirt starts flying, one is likely to end 
up with some of it on oneself, but there is 
no honourable alternative. 

Schism in our movement is not new; 
it has been a constantly recurring 
phenomenon in great movements of revo- 
lution and reform, whether of right or 
left. It will never go away; human beings 
are too imperfect for that. 

In all the movements that have truly 
made history those who have risen to the 
top and become the history -makers have 
been the ones prepared and willing to 
fight hard against their internal enemies 
just as they have fought hard against their 
external enemies. They may not have 
liked internal schism but they recognised 
it as a fact of life and made sure that out 
of it they emerged victorious. 

It is in the light of these realities that 
Spearhead chooses its position in the 
internal schism that presently divides 
British Nationalism. We believe that unity 
by truce and negotiation is still the 
preferred course. But if there are those 
who are determined to reject this course 
and opt for struggle and conflict then we 


must join conflict with them and beat 


them — BY ALL MEANS NECESSARY. 


RED MOLES: TIME TO STOP 


FUSSING ABOUT THE SYMPTOMS 


AND TACKLE THE CAUSE 


SURPRISE, SURPRISE! Britain's factories,. 


borough councils, political parties and 


"educational establishments are riddled with . 


Marxist infiltrators — so we have been told 
recently in numerous articles appearing in 
the Fleet Street press. A development that 
has been obvious to Nationalists for many 
years, and about which we have striven, 
often to the point of extreme frustration, to 
alert our fellow countrymen and women, has 
at last reached the stage at which it is causing 
serious concern to those wielding influence 
and power — so much so that they have set 
alarm bells ringing up and down the land to 
warn us of the red danger. 

The most recent case to be given promi- 
nence was the unearthing of a Marxist cell at 
the British Leyland works at Cowley, where 
Miss Stephanie Grant, a young lady who, in 

= view of her background and education, 
would have been expected to obtain a 
middle-class: job, was found to have got 


STEPHANIE 
GRANT 


One of 
thousands 


herself employment on the factory floor for 
the express purpose of political agitation as a 
shop steward. The management sacked her 
the very day that she was due to occupy the 
office she had sought. Along with her, it 
dismissed 12 others found to be working for 
the same objectives. Experienced union men 
inside Cowley believe that, but for this 
decisive action by management, the majority 
of these would have become shop stewards 
within a year. 


1,000 OPERATIVES 


These infiltrators were all found to 
belong to the Socialist League, a militant 
Trotskyite organisation. The same organis- 
ation is estimated by Labour Party officials 
to have more than 1,000 of its operatives 


placed inside the party’s branches -- and this 


is apart from the infiltrators belonging to the 
better known Militant Tendency, which is 
believed to have several thousand of its 


by JOHN TYNDALL 


people on the Labour Party membership 
lists, including over 50 who are working for 
the Tendency full-time. The Socialist League 
is apparently a successor to the once powerful 
and influential International Marxist Group, 
headed by Tariq Ali, which disintegrated 
some years ago. The problem with dealing 
with the SL is that it is not even officially 
acknowledged to exist, but consists of an 
informal network of dedicated Marxists 
whose mission it is to penetrate established 
organisations like the Labour Party. The 
latter is apparently. powerless to expel them 
under its present. rules because it cannot 
establish that they belong to any outside 
organisation. - 

The effort made by far leftists to pene- 
trate the Labour Party has paid dividends, 
not only in terms of seats in parliament and 
a dominant voice in the making of Labour 
policy, but also in the take-over by the left 
of the town and city halls. The London 
borough of Islington is a typical example. 
The red flag flies over Islington Town Hall 
and a bust of Lenin looks down on the foyer 
inside. The council chamber at meeting time 
resembles a madhouse, with most of the 
participants displaying jeans, holed trousers 
and filthy sweaters littered with revolutionary 
badges. Valuable councillors’ time paid for 
by Islington residents is taken up with 
motions such’ as that calling for the with- 
drawal of Turkish troops from Cyprus, while 
vast sums of the ratepayers’ money are dis- 


pensed weekly on all manner of nutty causes - 


and projects beloved of the lunatic left 
though loathed by the great majority of 
local people. Many other London boroughs 
have been taken over in much the same way, 
prominent among them being Brent, 


Camden, Hackney and Southwark. Likewise - 


several provincial local authorities, such as 
Liverpool, Sheffield and the West Midlands. 
The reds are into virtually everything 
and this includes, not only education, where 
the numbers of committed Marxists holding 
responsible teaching posts is reckoned to go 
into thousands, but the mass media, the arts 
and popular entertainment. Marxist ‘theatre’ 
groups are one example of this. The number 


of these increased from half a dozen in 1968 
to over a hundred at the end of the Seventies, 
with at least 250 contemporary playwrights, 
most of them full-time or at least part-time, 
producing far-left works for the stage. A few 
of these works have genuine artistic merit, 
notwithstanding their perverse political 
message, but a great many are sheer second- 
rate rubbish. That the latter have no difficulty 
in obtaining financial sponsorship for their 
promotion and often are seen on TV by 
millions is something that we can attribute 
to the presence of a powerful network of 
fellow-travellers operating in the BBC and 
the independent television companies, as 
well as in such government-backed bodies as 
the Arts Council. . 

So much for the symptoms of left-wing 
infiltration of our major national institutions, 
but is it enough just to broadcast these facts 
and try to alert people to the danger inherent 
in the situation? Is it enough just to sound 
the alarm, as we Nationalists have been 
doing for years and as those of a more con- 
ventional political hue have only recently 
started doing? 

Surely it is not, for what should give us 
cause for the deepest thought is the sheer 
scale of the infiltration, the sheer numbers 
of those taking part in it. 


LEGIONS 


Quite obviously, activity of this kind 
extended over such a wide area of the 
nation’s life would be quite impossible were 
there not available for the task legions of 
talented, energetic and dedicated people of a 
political orientation which turns them 
against their country, their race, their civilis- 
ation, their culture and the whole ethical 
basis on which these things have been built. 

But not only this — such people, even in 
the numbers and with the abilities that have 


“been demonstrated, would not be able to 


penetrate the institutions they have, and 
achieve the influence they have achieved, if 
there were not in the first place some funda- 
mental weakness in those institutions, some 
flaw in their armoury against subversion, 
some paralysis of mind and will on the part 
of those whose responsibility it is to defend 
them — the vastly greater legions of those 
not of the Marxist persuasion. 

How do the wreckers succeed? No better 
testimony exists than that of a man who was 
once one of them. Roger Rosewell was mainly 
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RED MOLES 


Contd. from prev. page 


instrumental in exposing the network of 
moles in the Leyland plant at Cowley. He was 
once Industrial Organiser for the International 
Socialists, now known as the Socialist 
Workers’ Party, before he ‘saw the light” and 
turned his back on left-wing politics. He says 
of today’s generation of moles: — 


“The sacrifices they will make are enormous. 
They give up the good education, turn their 
backs on their families, live in squats and hand 
over to the party much of what they earn on 
the factory floor. 

“They’re totally dedicated and they don’t 
mind the discipline . . . They’re out of the real 
world and in a world of their own.” 


And of these people’s outlook: — 

“They’d laugh, for example, if a British soldier 
gets shot in Ireland . .. They’d have been happy, 
once our forces sailed for the Falklands, if the 
expedition had failed ...” 

Says Rosewell of the moles uncovered 

at Leyland:— 

“I know that this bunch we have found are 
the tip of an iceberg. At least 50 tried to get 
into Cowley. And how many in other factories 
over the country? God only knows.” 

How is it that a cause that is funda- 
mentally against this country, as evinced: by 
the quoted reactions of its adherents to the 
death of a soldier in Ulster, can find those 
adherents in such numbers and with such 
fanaticism? How is it that the national 
interests which these people attack are not 
defended by other people in comparable 
numbers and with comparable fanaticism? 
Here is Rosewell again, talking about the 
Confederation of British Industry: — 

. The CBI have got tHeir heads in the sand 
when they say that there is a new mood of 
peace on the factory floor. The reds are there, 
burrowing in, biding their time. I know.” 

And again: — 


“The CBI! Idiots! They nearly ruined the 
country with their previous outdated attitudes. 
And now they want to finish the job with their 
complacency.” 


PILLAR OF CONSERVATISM 


The CBI of which Rosewell speaks is of 
course an institution which embodies every- 
thing we understand by political ‘orthodoxy’, 
‘respectability’ and ‘establishment thinking’. 
It is a true repository of the bourgeois 
virtues of ‘moderation’ and one of the vital 
pillars of Conservatism. And it is absolutely 
typical of what I spoke about earlier when I 
talked of the paralysis of mind and will on 
the part of those whose responsibility it is to 
defend the institutions that the Marxists 
work to subvert and destroy. 

That there is such a paralysis, while 
those working against this country are 
obviously not either paralysed or complacent 
— while being ever more profuse in numbers, 
indicates that in this country there is some- 
thing seriously wrong. 
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What is wrong may be gleaned from the 
reaction of establishment spokesmen when 
any discussion of defensive measures against 
this subversion comes up, for these gentlemen 
seem to lack even the most elementary under- 
standing of what it is we ought to defend. 

Ask any group of them and the majority 
will probably reply: “Democracy!” — just as 
they will designate “Democracy” as the prin- 
cipal thing the moles are out to undermine. 

But why should these moles be out to 
undermine “Democracy” if indeed it is our 
‘democratic’ institutions that have provided 
them with the ideal conditions of freedom 
and tolerance in which to work? Indeed but 
for the prevalence of ‘Democracy’ whereby 


RED FLAG OVER 8 
ISLINGTON 


Bust of Lenin 
overlooks the 
foyer below 


the doors of our national institutions have 
been open to them to enter as they will and 
the staté been rendered powerless to prevent 
the many nefarious activities, their influence 
on the national scene would be minimal and 
their threat to the nation hardly worth 
worrying about. 

And does it say much for ‘Democracy’ 
that it has singularly failed to produce any 
powerful and dynamic counter-force to the 
force of Marxist subversion - a counter-force 


able to attract to its cause comparably large 
numbers of dedicated and able political 
activists who will make comparable personal 
sacrifices in pursuit of their ideals and 
principles? 


SPIRITUAL VOID 


Our legacy of ‘Democracy’ in Britain 
today is in fact a spiritual and ideological 
void, a wasteland bereft of things worth 
defending and fighting for, a desert lacking 
in great goals that can inspire dedication in 
the young. 

How can we breed such specimens as 
those who chortle at the news of the death 
of a British soldier on duty defending British 
territory and British interests — their own 
soldier, their own territory, their own inter- 
ests? Only if that soldier has come to repre- 
sent in their eyes the defence of something 
they hate and hold in contempt. So why do 
they hate? Why are they contemptuous? 

It has to be because our ‘educators’ have 
failed adequately to do their work, failed to 
imbue their pupils with such an outlook that 
the latter instinctively and without question 


identify themselves with the cause of their 
nation and race in particular when and 
where that cause is under threat. 

But these ‘educators’ are merely part 
and parcel of the same void as the expensively 
suited chiefs of the Confederation of British 
Industry. One does not know which is the 
worst: their smugness and inertia in the face 
of Marxism or their total lack of any concrete 
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beliefs to offer as an alternative to Marxism. 
When asked what it is they stand for, they 
seem capable only of mouthing mushy 
abstractions which amount to a defence of 
the “rights” of Marxists to go about their 
grisly work. 

Did any army in battle ever quit the 
field alive, let alone become victorious, 
which believed in the “right” of its enemies 
to attack and destroy it? 

We will not offer effective national 
resistance to Marxism, Communism and the 
revolutionary left until we identify these 
things to all our people as parts of a deadly 
disease against which the nation must be 
thoroughly immunised, just as there is 
immunisation against deadly diseases in the 
world of medicine. 

Such medical immunisation’ is not 
carried out by allowing the disease carriers 
to walk about freely spreading their germs 


on the basis that such a freedom is part of 


some inalienable bill of ‘rights’; it is only 
effective if people are conditioned to regard 
those germs and their carriers like the plague 
— to be rejected utterly and totally, and 
those carriers placed — if necessary by the 
force of law — in isolation so that they 
cannot infect others. 


DISEASE WILL SPREAD 


As long as we react to the germs and 
carriers of the disease of Marxism as if there 
were ‘rights’ attached to them and they were 


“things which people had the freedom to 


embrace or avoid according to their choice, 
that disease will spread and prosper — for we 
will have failed to infuse people with the 
necessary will to reject it. 

But while it is incumbent on us to infuse 
people with the will to reject disease germs 
and their carriers, that in itself is not enough. 


We must at the same time point those people 
to an alternative ideal of radiant health. 

Not the kind of half-health which just 
avoids doctors’ surgeries and hospitalisation 
but the vibrant, extreme health of the super- 
being, which exploits to the absolute limit 
the faculties bestowed upon us by nature — 
the health of a higher race which realises the 
ultimate in human possibilities. 

Translated into ideological terms, this 
means a defence against Marxism that is not 


merely negative in its catalogue of Marxism’s 
sins but is, in addition, positive in its offer of 
a creed and faith with the dynamic quality 
to attract a thousand fanatic believers for 
every one attracted to Marxism and which 
with its sheer will and energy leaves Marxism 
at the starting post. 

In the age-worn cloisters of our contem- 
porary liberal democracy, I do not see such a 
creed and faith being found. 


BUILDING YOUR LOCAL BRANCH (No. 11) 


Fund raising 


It should not be necessary to explain how absolutely crucial the 
question of fund-raising is for our party. The whole power of our 
political opponents is based on economic and financial foundations. 
Politics in this modern age require huge sums of money for their 
operation. The parties need full-time officials and these have to be 
paid. The vast output of party propaganda that is designed to 
influence public opinion costs money to print. At election time 
deposits have to be raised to finance candidates, and it is likely that 
very soon these will be increased from the traditional £150 per 
candidate to a much larger figure. 

In view of these factors, our party Headquarters has to devote 
all its available financial resources to the running of a national party 
Organisation and cannot therefore provide subsidies to its branches, 
except on rare occasions and for specific and exceptional projects. 
This means that all branches must as a general rule be self-financing. 

Right from the beginning of the building of a Nationalist local 
branch, the branch officers must be money conscious; they must 
constantly be looking for new ways to boost branch funds. As the 
branch gets really organised, it is desirable to appoint one officer 
whose sole task is to think about fund-raising schemes and then to 
organise and run them. 

Sometimes branches offer excuses to party Headquarters for 
having failed to promote activities or buy literature for redistribution 
— on the grounds that they had no funds available. Yet when matters 
have been investigated it has been found that these branches have 
made no efforts whatsoever to organise the fund-raising activities 
that are crucially necessary to sustain other activities. Their officials 
seem to think that money drops into their pockets from the trees 
and if it does not that is bad luck and not their fault. This attitude is 
totally wrong; branches that are able to conduct a full'and vigorous 
programme of activities are those branches that are well financed, 
and the branches that are well financed are almost invariably those 
which adopt a professional and businesslike approach to raising funds. 

Here are a few of the most basic methods for raising funds for 
the branch:— 


COLLECTIONS AT MEETINGS 


We have dealt with this before in an earlier section dealing with 
branch meetings and we come back to it here. No branch meeting 


should ever go by without a collection, and it should be ensured that 
the collection is timed to coincide with the peak period of the 
meeting, when attendance is highest and enthusiasm and interest at 
their highest also. Do not wait till near the end, when some members 
may have had to leave to catch the last bus or train home! 

- When branch meetings are larger than the average, perhaps 
because of the extra interest aroused by the presence of a special 
guest speaker, and'when in consequence the atmosphere of enthusiasm 
may be especially great, it is worth trying the method of collection 
referred to in the party as the ‘Dutch Auction’. Under this method 
the Chairman begins the collection by naming a figure of money, say 
£20 (at realy big national rallies this starting figure should be much 
larger). He then asks is anyone present prepared to start the collection 
off by contributing the sum named. A little bit of psychology is 
employed here; many people like to be seen engaging in an act of 
generosity and be appreciated for it. It is customary for the rest of 
the audience to give a clap when such a contribution is offered. If no 
donation of the named sum is volunteered immediately, the Chairman 
should be patient, giving members of the audience a minute or so to 
decide whether they can afford it — remember, people have to think: 
“What are my bills this week? Will my wife object? etc.” They need 
a moment to come to a decision. 

Once the Chairman is satisfied that no (more) offers of the 
named sum are going to be made, he should lower the figure, say to 
£15 or £10, and then repeat the appeal. This procedure should 
continue down to about £2 or £3, after which the Chairman should 
then say: “All right, we are now passing the box round — just give 
what you can.’ 

One useful ploy in this procedure is to announce at the beginning 
that cheques or IOUs will be accepted. Remember that not all 
members come with the available money on them but may have to 
go and get it from their bank before they can hand it over. 

The ‘Dutch Auction’ method invariably achieves a higher collec- 
tion than the more conventional method of just passing the box 
round at the beginning. 

The very worst method of organising a collection is to say to the 
audience in a dull, apologetic voice at the end of the meeting: 
“Please put something in the box as you go out.” This method is 
certain to result in poor collections. 


Contd. overleaf 
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BUILDING YOUR LOCAL BRANCH 


Contd. from prev. page 


VOLUNTARY LÉVIES 


This system involves getting a commitment of certain members 
of the branch to contribute an agreed sum of money to funds every 
month. The best method for the money to be paid is by banker's 
order, for this will obviate running after the members who forget to 
pay their contribution on time. However, each member contributing 
to the scheme must be allowed to choose his or her own method of 
payment. 

The system of levies is particularly useful for getting contributions 
out of members who are too busy to attend branch meetings or go 


“on activities regularly. It is a way of getting them to compensate, and 


thus salve their consciences, for their inability to help in other ways. 


RAFFLES 


At all well attended meetings, or other functions where members 
are present, such as social events, it is a good policy to stage a raffle. 
Raffles cannot be effective where only small numbers of people are 
present, for tickets at reasonable prices cannot be sold in sufficient 
numbers to pay for the prize and leave a profit for the branch. At 
larger meetings, however, they are always a worthwhile operation. 

One thing to remember is that raffle tickets need not only be 
sold at meetings. Members can take batches of them to sell at their 
places of work or leisure. Members may in the course of their daily 


lives come into contact with many people who are sympathetic to the | 


party but perhaps do not feel committed enough to join. It ought to 
be possible to get these people to buy a raffle ticket for a mere 10p. 


JUMBLE SALES 


Every branch should endeavour to hold regular jumble: sales. 
Well organised branches hold several a year. 

The essence of the jumble sale is this. On an ongoing basis, all 
members, supporters and friends are urged to let the branch know of 
any old items of possession around their homes which they do not 
need but which are nevertheless useable: clothes that their children 
have grown out of; a suit or woman's dress that was acquired but 
later not liked for style; a TV set replaced by a newer and better 
model but still in reasonable running order; toys that have become 
redundant as their possessors have grown older; books, books and 
more books that are no longer wanted; household items that have 
been discarded after having become in need of repair but which can 
be repaired. free of charge by some branch member who is a 
competent mechanic or handyman; the list is endless. 

The branch should then endeavour to find some space belonging 
to one of its members, such as a disused garage, garden shed or spare 
room, wherein these items can be stored as they are acquired. When 
a really good collection of them has built up a jumble sale should be 
organised. 

A premises should be hired for the sale which is close the to 
town centre and where large numbers of people are liable to be 
passing by and likely to look in. Saturday morning is the best time 
of the week. If difficulty is experienced in booking premises in the 
name of the party, or if security problems are anticipated in the 
event of a sale held openly in the party’s name, an alternative name 
may be used. However, in order to ensure that everything is done 
legally and no-one can be accused of obtaining money under false 
pretences, it is necessary that an organisation bearing the name in 
question does actually exist. Such an organisation can be formed by 
a few branch members and can be given added authenticity by the 
photo-copying of a few sheets of headed notepaper with the name 
printed at the top by letrasetting, or some such process. The money 


raised through jumble sales held on behalf of this organisation can . 


then, perfectly legally, be donated by decision of the organisation’s 
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committee or executive head to the British National Party. It is, 
however, important that such donations should never be denied if a 
question about it is asked by a member of the public buying an item 
at a jumble sale. Most people who patronise jumble sales are only 
interested in getting a few useful items on the cheap and are not 
particularly concerned with the cause to which the proceeds are 
given. There is the occasional customer, however, who is interested, 
and it is vital that that customer.is never misled. 

A typical name that can be employed to designate an erostis 
ation run by party members is ‘The Anytown Current Affairs Circle’, 
formed for the discussion and debate of questions of political and 
public interest. Everything done in the conduct of the affairs of this 
organisation should ensure that at no point could its organisers be 


accused of misrepresenting its aims to the public when properly 


questioned about them. As we have said, such questions are only 
rarely likely to be asked but they should be truthfully answered 
when they are. 

Once premises for a sale have been acquired and the necessary 
stock of items has been assembled, there are a few basic rules that 
should be observed. These are:— 


(1) Be ready to start the sale early — which means that access to the 
premises must be gained well in advance, giving ample time to 
arrange the items on display. 


(2) Have plenty of helpers on hand. Not only is it necessary to have 
sufficient number of people to conduct actual sales, it is also 
necessary to have extra people keeping a watch over items on 
display in case of pilfering. Jumble sales tend sometimes to 
attract petty thieves who take advantage of the busy state of 
things to help themselves without paying. 


(3) Do not over-price items. What attracts people to jumble sales is 
the extreme cheapness of the things to be bought. Expect to 
make very little on each single item but to base the success of 
the sale on clearing a large number of items. 


(4) Ensure to have adequate security. In case of disruption — which 
could result in damage to or loss of items of jumble that have 


taken. months to acquire — a number of able-bodied male 
_ branch members should be present to deal promptly with trouble- 
makers. 


(5) Organise things so as to be cost-effective. Remember that the 
price of the hire of premises, plus possibly petrol expenses to 
vehicle-owners who assist in conveying jumble to and from the 
place of sale, plus advertisements in the local paper to draw 
attention to the sale, must be deducted from gross takings 

. before a realistic estimate of profit can be made. This profit 
must obviously be enough to make the whole operation worth- 
while,so... 


(6) Do things in a big way or not at all. A tiny little sale simply will 
not repay the effort. Better a few big sales than a lot of small ones. 


We have listed here the most basic methods of fund-raising for 
branches. They are not of course the only methods. Individual 
ingenuity may devise further schemes which take advantage of special 
facilities or circumstances peculiar to the branch in question. For 
example, certain business enterprises may be launched which are 
made possible by the existence of certain occupational skills possessed 
by branch members and/or certain equipment owned by, or available 
to, those members. Once people in a branch really start to think 
hard about the job of fund-raising,.and are prepared to get off their 
backsides and devote time and- energy to the task, ways and means 
of raising money will be found and can be made to work. Basic 
attitude is all important. The branch has to start by recognising that 
successful fund-raising activity is the key to the success of all other . 
activity. 

The fund-raising methods that we have outlined here all of 
course presuppose the existence of a branch which has a reasonable 
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number of members. They may be of little help to the tiny one or 
two enthusiasts who are engaged in forming a local group from 
scratch. In that situation those concerned must be prepared to invest: 
some of their own private funds in an initial purchase of literature 
whereby they may get activities off the ground. There is no alter- 

native to this, and it does obviously call for some spirit of self- 

sacrifice. Keen recruits to Nationalism will show this spirit, while 


half-hearted ones will not. No active group can begin until there is 
some nucleus, however small, of activitists of the really keen variety. 

In addition to the tips printed here, party Headquarters has a 
regular advisory service on matters of fund-raising which is available 
on request to all local units. As part of this, national officers of the 
party experienced in fund- se are willing to visit local units to 
give talks on the subject. 


ARE the so-called “Hitler Diaries” genuine? 
Lord Dacre, the former Hugh Trevor-Roper, 
first said that they were and then changed 
his mind and said that they weren’t. Historian 
David Irving first said that he did not think 
that they were but flow appears to think 
that they are. No doubt there will be a lot 
more mind-changing within the next few 
months and then things will settle down 
with various historians taking up various 
standpoints. In my opinion it matters not 
one jot what the historians say; what matters 
is the view taken by the proprietors of the 
gutter press. If they want them to be 
genuine then, in a very short time, that is 
just what they will be in the mind of the 
general public. And if they don’t want them 
to be genuine, then they will be fakes. 

Some readers may well think that I am 
“soing over the top” a bit with such an 
assertion, so I shall endeavour to prove my 
point “to the satisfaction of the man on the 
Clapham Omnibus,” as the lawyers say. 


FALSE ‘HISTORY’ 


Some time ago my daughter, who is 
fifteen years old and doing an “O” level 
course in history at her school, brought 
home her revision sheets. I was glancing 
through them at my leisure and learned, to 
my surprise, that “It is now generally 
accepted that the Nazis started the Reichstag 
fire.” I therefore did some research on the 
fire, a subject which, I must confess, had 
never greatly interested me before. Frankly, 
I don’t give a twopenny damn who started 
the fire. I do, however, care very much when 
my child is deliberately misled in the name 
of “education”. It turned out to be the case 
that that in fact was what was happening. 

I discovered that the recognised authority 
on the Reichstag fire is Fritz Tobias, who 
concludes in a massive and authoritative 
book on the subject that the fire was started 
by Marinus Van der Lubbe acting alone. He 
is supported in this conclusion by Britain’s 
most famous historian, A. J. P. Taylor, in his 
book The Origins of the Second World War. 
Historian David Irving has also made it 


known that he rejects the theory of any Nazi | 


involvement in the fire and so has Hitler’s 
best known British biographer, Colin Cross, 
in his book Adolf Hitler. 

I then wrote to my daughter’s Head- 
master pointing out that whilst he might well 
be able to produce historians who hold the 
view expresséd in my daughter’s revision 
sheets, it was obviously an error of fact to 
say that this view was “generally accepted” 
when the three leading historians in Britain- 


PROPAGANDA 
MASQUERADING 
AS HISTORY 


Some observations by RAY HILL 


reject it. I asked him for his authorities and 
told him that I would prefer it if he could 
quote someone other than the leader writer 
of the Daily Mirror or The Sun. 

Of course he couldn’t quote one single 
prominent historian who had presented any 
evidence at all for the theory advanced to 
my daughter’s class. What he did do was to 
tell me why he thought that the Nazis had 
started the fire. His reasons came straight 
from The Sun, whether he knew it or not! 
The BBC has also stated recently, as a matter 
of fact, that the Nazis started this fire. I 


pointed out to the Headmaster that it was 


supposed to be the other side who thought 
that if the lie was repeated often enough it 
was bound to be believed! 

The present position is that the gentle- 
man has now accepted that “It is a matter of 
opinion,” and has told the class this. All this 


THE REICHSTAG FIRE 
Subject of myth 


is, however, a very minor victory. The fact is 
that, regardless of evidence, regardless of 
serious historians, the vast majority of the 
population would believe the gutter press if 
it told them that the Reichstag fire was 
started by Donald Duck! 


RICHARD III 


All this is nothing new. Ask the man in 
the street what he knows about King Richard 
the Third. If he knows anything at all it will 
be that he was a hunchback and that he 
murdered the Princes in the Tower. He most 
certainly was not a hunchback. Scientific 
tests have proven beyond any doubt that the 
hump has been added to paintings of 
Richard after the completion of the original 
portraits. As for the murder of the Princes, 
there is no evidence one way or the other 
but it seems extremely doubtful that it was 
the work of Richard. Certainly there is in- 
sufficient evidence to assume his guilt. Yet 
Richard the Third remains, to the man in the 
street, a monster. 

Richard’s plight is due to the man who 
was probably the greatest political propa- 
gandist of all time, William Shakespeare. In 
Tudor times it was essential that Richard 
be blackened to prevent a resurgence of 
support for the Lancastrian cause. The mud 
stuck, as mud tends to. I therefore predict 
that if the alleged “Hitler Diaries” confirm 
Hitler as a lunatic monster, then they will be 
genuine. If they put him in any sort of 
favourable light, then they will be fakes. The 
truth of the matter will play no role in the 
thinking of our modern propagandists. 

It all just goes to prove that we Nation- 
alists have a great deal to learn about propa- 
ganda and that we don’t have a great deal of 
time to learn it. 


Page nine 


É. 


CONTEMPORARY LIBERALISM AND COMMUNISM, IN EFFECT. 
ARE FORCES OF THE SAME REVOLUTIONARY MOVEMENT 


HE aii até há ma LIBERALISM 
art 


“THIS article, entitled “The Anatomy of Liberalism,” by S.E.D. 


BROWN, which first appeared in American Opinion, Belmont, 


Mass., USA, in 1962, is reprinted at the express wish of readers. 


The article was highly recommended by Dr. H.F. Ver- 
woerd who at the time arranged for translations in Afrikaans to 
appear in Die Transvaler, Johannesburg. 

We are reproducing the article in three parts with ack- 
nowledgements to the author and to his newsletter, the 
South African Observer, P.O. Box 2401, Pretoria, South ° 
Africa. 


IN ALL that remains of the civilized world, one finds a 
social phenomenon of great importance. A very large 
proportion of the journalists, writers, artists, teachers, 
and other intellectuals is composed of persons who 
feel at home only on the political. Left. . 

The word “progress” affects them like a drug. 
They feel an urge to be “modern,” to be conspicuous 
drum-majors leading parades of “progress” — and this 
means to them the passionate advocacy of new politi- 
cal and social systems. These persons call themselves 
“liberals.” 


It is true that in all the nations that yet remain 
free, the most effective part of the Communist appara- 
tus of subversion is composed of agents who pose as 
“liberals,” because, of course, undisguised traitors 
could never attain public office and undisguised 
poisoners of the national mind could never command 
an audience, 


But we are not here concerned with the secret 
members and accomplices of the international crimi- 
nal conspiracy. Our concern is with the people who 
honestly regard themselves as “liberals” - and who 
parade as the bannermen and engineers of “social 
change”, “peace,” and “progress” in their “new 
world.” 


NO VALID TITLE TO NAME 


To be sure, they have no valid title to the name 
they have appropriated. The word “liberal,” designat- 
ing what is appropriate to a free-born and independent 
man, came into English with the essentially aristoc- 
ratic connotation that it retains when we speak of 
liberality in money matters and of a liberal education 
(meaning proficiency in the Classics and other dis- 
ciplines that are studied as a means of self-cultivation 
rather than as techniques or professions to be ae 
tised for profit). 


The use of the word in the Nineteenth Century, 
first as a general term and then as a party label, to 
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designate plans for political and economic reform, cer- 
tainly involved a disingenuous attempt to suggest that 
the proponents of the plans were gentlemen and that 
their opponents were not. 


And in any case modern “liberals” can scarcely 
claim the Nineteenth-Century label for themselves: 
John Stuart Mill or Gladstone would regard them with’ 
horror, But it is the name by which they are generally 
known, SO we must use it. 


MAJORITY OF A MINORITY 


The really active “liberals” are intellectuals — pro- 
fessors, writers, lecturers, and the like - who are pro- 
fessional purveyors of ideas. Many of them depend for 
their livelihood on their skill as wordmongers, on their 
ability to arrest and hold attention with plausible and 
novel discourse. 

These professionals naturally produce a very 
large part of what is written and published in a nation, 
but we must not forget that they are numerically no 
more than a tiny fraction of the population. If the great 
majority of them are “liberals,” that is merely the great 
majority of a numerically insignificant minority. 


People do not readily listen to “liberals.” Most 
soiid and stable citizens are indifferent to the ideas 
and inventions of persons whom they regard as 
cranks, and so tend to ignore them. Naturally, this 
angers the “liberals.” And, instead of drawing the pro- 
per conclusions and taking account of public opinion, 
they try artificially, by ever bolder speculations, to 
attract the attention they think they deserve. 


DOGMA OF INFALLIBILITY 


Since many of them are highly educated and vivid 
writers, they have ready access to the pages of most 
publications, and they are thus able to produce even- 
tually an utterly distorted picture of public opinion. 


Only when they have thus created the illusion 
that they represent public opinion do the “liberals” 
begin to have real influence, for weak individuals 
always ape what seems fashionable, and men in 
general are impressed by what they think their sober 
and respectable fellows believe. 


It is not a coincidence that “liberals” are usually 
protessional theorists and verbal artisans. 


When a theory is an hypothesis based on obser- 
ved facts and designed to relate those facts to one 
another and to suggest further observations, it serves 


a 


an indispensable function in Western thought. But 
when theory becomes an end in itself, it becomes a 
drug. 

It is so easy and pleasant to escape from the 
always complex, frequently ugly, and sometimes cruel 
world of reality into a dream-world built of simple, sym- 
metrical, and gracious abstractions — a world of illusion 
in which man can play God, since his imagination can 
create whatever he wishes. 


There is an intoxication about the well-turned 


“phrase, the soaring flights of fancy. Self-intoxicated, 


the “liberals” solve world problems with stupendous 
logic — built mostly on false premises. 


So far as they can, they simply ignore the realities 
that they find distasteful, and even when facts that 
cannot be ignored prove them wrong time after time, 
they adhere to their basic premises, since to discard 


them woula destroy the glorious superstructure of 


their abstractions. © 


Theirs is a dogma of infallibility. If their theories 
fail to work out in practice, it is Life and Nature that are 
wrong, not they! 


CHILDISH PERVERSITY 


Such childish perversity may be innocuous 


“enough in trivial matters. But “liberals” become posi- 
tively dangerous when they lay down the law on ques- 


tions that affect the existence of nations and the future 
of the Western world. For these brilliant dogmatists, 
exasperated when practical men reject their faith, are 
driven to go much farther than they originally intended. 
By hook or by crook, by fraud or by force, the world 
must be made to conform to their fancies. 


Man's thinking machine resembles other ma- 
chines in that it is dangerous if allowed to get out of 
control. Men of common sense, who have learned from 
experience that they live in a world in which neither 
wishes nor good intentions ever repealed the laws of 


gravity and inertia, know when to put on the brakes; but. 


the “liberal,” who has learned to ignore in theory the 


experience of mankind, becomes intoxicated with the 
motion of his own thinking-machine. 

Like the adolescent who steps on the accelera- 
tor until he finally crashes through the guard-rail and 
lands in a ravine, the “liberal” goes faster and faster 
until he crashes through the guard-rail and lands ina 
ravine, the “liberal” goes faster and faster until he 
crashes through the last barrier of civilization and 
lands in barbarism. Inevitably the “liberal,” unless he 
comes to his senses and checks his own exhilaration, 
will sooner or later find himself - perhaps head over 
heels — in the Communist camp. T. 


FUNDAMENTAL FALLACY 


The fundamental fallacy of the “liberal” creed is 
that individuals are, by some mysterious chemistry, 


- endowed with “rights” - whereas, in fact, ordered 


society is fundamentally built on duties. It is only 
through the acceptance and performance of those 
duties that rights arise. 


Freedom in essence depends upon the restric- 
tion of freedom. A man's very right to his home and. 
family exists only because nis neighbour has a duty 
not to snatch them from him; he is free to live a civilized 
life because the law deprives others of the freedom to 
interfere with it. 


Civilization is possible only where this relation- 
ship is clearly understood, and freedom is possible 
only where the duties that create rights are stipulated 
in a stable constitution, that is to say, a living and 
implicitly accepted tradition. 

In every country of the free world, however, the 
“liberals,” exalted by their ignorance of social struc- 
ture, andthe Communists, recognizing an ideal instru- 
ment of destruction, agitate for “democracy,” by which 
they mean the utmost and indiscriminate extension to 
everyone of freedom without duties, and of the right to 
influence the destiny of the nation, whether for good or 
evil, in whatever way his own whims or interests 
may suggest. 


| 
| 
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- CONTINUED NEXT MONTH 


BNP Manifesto 


THE ELECTION MANIFESTO of the British 


VOTE FOR 


PLYMOUTH BRANCH of the 
British National Party has pro- 


duced an extremely attractive 


piece of home decoration which 


: Should Fe very popular among 


party supporters. It is a wall plaque 
in wood carving, which we illus- 
trate here. The words at top and 
bottom say “British National Party 


— for race and nation”. The plaque. 
- is most attractively coloured, with 


Union Jacks in red, white and blue. 


The plaques may be ordered. 


from: Mr. L. Bearsford Walker, 
44 Patterdale Close, Estover, Ply- 
mouth, Devon. They cost £15, incl. 
postage. 


National Party is now available for sale. This 
gives a comprehensive outline of the political 
objectives of the party, and provides the finest 
possible weapon for winning converts among 
politically serious people. The manifesto, 
entitled ‘Vote for Britain’ contains an inspiring 
programme for national recovery. 

The manitesto costs 30p for a single copy 


“with 1243p for postage. Bulk rates are: 10-19 


copies: 24p each; 20-49 copies: 21p each; 


50-99 copies: 18p each; 100 copies or over: 


16p each. Cost of postage should be estimated 
on the basis of 1 copy weighing app. 40g. 


BRITAIN 


Manifesto of the British National Party 
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M. HARLEY 


SOME THOUGHTS ON THE 
LAWS 


IN WRITING THIS ARTICLE, I stress I do 
not condone drunken driving and am just as 


concerned that the truly drunk should not 


drive as is any other reasonable person. 
However, there is a vast difference between 
“drunk” and “over the legal limit”. The legal 
limit is set far too low, and indeed it was 
stressed by more mature and realistic MPs, 
press reporters and local dignitaries (when 
David Howell was introducing his last amend- 
ments to the Law thereon) that it implies we 
are a nation of drunks, which is quite 
incorrect. 

I read with much interest Stella Hughes’ 
article Behind Those Belts (July issue). 
“Once upon a time” (the phrase I oft repeat 
to my 3% year old grandson in tales of long 
ago — poor little mite; what a hard, unenvi- 
able road is being restructured for him and 
his contemporaries by the traitors who 
govern us) Law was made by lawyers. Since 
the last war particularly, it is made by 
politicians, most of them inept and ignorant. 
Endless legislation emanates from the House 
of Babel between Dusk and Dawn, when the 
in vino veritas maxim can hardly be attributed 
to the dictatorial rubbish pouring relentlessly 
onto the Statute Books in language ever 
more incomprehensible. | 

Stella Hughes states “While it is all right 
to set up a road block, to spy on observance 
of the seat belt law, it is apparently “unsport- 
ing’ to lie in wait near pub car parks to catch 
the worst menace of society, drunken drivers.’ 
I agree with her remarks, but emphasise 
there is a vast difference between ‘Drunk’ 
and being ‘over the legal limit’. The first 
salutary place to implement this is at the 
Police Clubs, where it is a by-word that 
drinking/driving is overlooked. Guests and 
the children of police tell of instructions to 
the Panda Cars at a given hour not to stop 
any drivers in their area for a specific time. 
Police children have also expressed disgust at 
the way “they are drinking there and driving 
away and then going out next day breathal- 
ising on the highway .. .” 

The Drink/Driving Laws designed inter 
alia to alienate relations and loyalties between 
police and public, are some of the most 
coercive and unfair laws created. Before 
Barbara Castle’s deliberations, there were 
very adequate and much more decisive tests 
to determine the condition and ability to 
drive of a driver who had consumed alcohol. 
Nowadays, the police secrete themselves in 
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BRITAIN’S ROADS 


PS 
ces 


Do laws ensure the highest safety? 


hédges and bushes on the highway and 
anyone remiss enough to leave a blinker on 
is liable to have a bag or now a gadget under 
his chin. 

Even if the Law could be applied indis- 
criminately, it might reduce some bitterness 
but it is in the scope of the police to appre- 
hend or not depending on whether they 
know/like, do not know/like suspects. 


EXAMPLES 


Note the following (A) and (B) — both 
“events” constituted high insurance claims: 


(A) A North Wales police officer last week 
convicted of driving with almost 3 times the 
legal limit of alcohol in his blood, who 
wrapped an unmarked police car around a 
lamp post, was fined £120 and allowed to 
keep his licence. 


(B) A lady in Scotland recently convicted of 
driving with excess alcohol was allowed to 
keep her licence as the Court accepted her 
plea that she was ‘hallucinated’! . 


As well as keeping their licences, these 
people also escape insurance penalties 
imposed on those who lose them. 


The immunity of the drunken diplomats 
(the tipsy dipsies) is a disgrace. Not only.do 
these favoured inebriates enjoy immunity 
from drunken driving penalties but from the 
consequences of killing, maiming, etc. — 
whilst the rest of us within the Law have our 
motor. vehicle insurance increased to pay for 
their ever soaring claims. 

Yet the youngster with a defective rear 
light is stopped and, of course, breathalised 
(any excuse to breathalise!) and found to be 
5 or 10 ml. over the legal limit (1 or 2 tea- 
spoonfuls). In court he is fined over £100; 
gets 12 months suspension of licence and 
suffers concomitant insurance penalties, 
though no insurance claim ensues. And that 
type of case, silly, trifling, pettyfogging, is 
constantly taken to court with the conse- 
quences outlined, when you would expect 
adult police would throw it out before 
mature magistrates did so. 

The fate of the youngster is of particular 
significance. Police in panda cars no older 
than the youngsters lie in wait for their 
contemporaries. In this they are encouraged, 
nay intimidated with dismissal or non- 
promotion threats by their Chief Constables, 


Contd. on next page 


who require that a minimum of 12 charges 
are brought by each man on the beat per 
month. Who better to go for than for the raw 
youngster, to boot the British white youngster 
— even in breathalising racism exists. 

The more I consider this aspect of the 
hatred being built up between the young 
police and white youngsters, the more I am 
convinced it is intentional. Older policemen 
sometimes accompanying or later investi- 


gating express dismay at the intransigence of. 


their younger colleagues in booking young 
people. If only they had the same know-how, 
training, intelligence, or maybe simply their 
superiors’ guidance, to catch muggers, the 
mugging murderers of old people, the sex 
fiends who kill young girls and young 
children, etc.! Law and Order might begin to 
mean something again. Here in East Sussex 
where the only crime the police seem to 
have to deal with is against the driving laws, 
the police are never off the roads; would 
their time not be much more usefully spent 


in black spots in other parts of the country 
fighting and detecting real crime? 

Police/public relations are in decline and 
will be in disarray if something is not done 
and done quickly about the attitude of the 
(young) police to the young British, i.e. 
Whites. 


WHY EXEMPTION? / 


Two points in Stella Hughes’ article 
intrigue me. Why did Lynda Chalker exempt 
taxi drivers from the belt-up law? I assumed 
from the babble of her argument that her 
oft-proclaimed accident from which her belt 
saved her happened on the school run; 
however, maybe it was when driving her taxi? 
When her back seat-belt legislation is intro- 
duced, will taxi passengers also be exempt? 

In the decrease in road deaths reported 
by the Cambridgeshire police was the unfor- 
tunate accident and subsequent non- 
preferment of charges of the Chief Constable. 


who was pulled out of the bushes when 


driving his car considered? The matter was 


played down very quickly by the press and 
my letters to the Telegraph and Private Eye 
(usually so quick to pick up points) did not 
elicit the information as to whether or not 
he was breathalised. 

A favourite argument initiated by 
Barbara Castle for the drink driving laws is 
that 25 per-cent of all deaths on the road 
annually were those of drivers over the legal 
limit. “My goodness,” dwells the concerned 
lady, “if only one life is saved, now isn’t that 
worth it?” (Not a thought for the thousands 
of unbora babes murdered annually under 
Abortion Laws she helped. create, and to 
which the doctors who blubber over seat belts 
and excess alcohol might give heed). The 25 
per-cent echoed down the’ corridors of power 
is to convince us all of the need for yet more 
stringent laws. Yet, the remaining percentage 
ef drivers killed, an insignificant 75 per-cent, 
were patently under the legal limit. 


WRITERS OF BOOKS exposing the corrup- 
tion of political leaders and the continual 
lurch to the left displayed by the media 
(especially Channel 4 TV) may be interested 
in the following statements by Professor 
Harry Elmer Barnes, the renowned American 
historian. 


“If the world policy of to-day (1951) cannot 
be divorced from the mythology of the 1940s, 
a third World War is inevitable . . . History has 
been the chief intellectual casualty of the second 
World War and the cold war that followed ... 


In this country to-day, and it is also true of ` 


most other nations, many professional historians 
gladly falsify history quite voluntarily .. .” 


Why? To get a publisher and to get 
favourable reviews for their books? Professor 
Barnes also states: 


“Leading members of two of the largest pub- 
lishing houses in the country have frankly told 
me that, whatever their personal wishes in the 
circumstances, they would not feel it ethical to 
endanger their business and the property rights 
of their stockholders by publishing critical 
books relative to American foreign policy since 
1933. And there is good reason for their hesi- 
tancy. The book clubs and main sales outlets 
for books are controlled by powerful pressure 
groups which are opposed to truth on such 
matters. These outlets not only refuse to market 
critical books in this field, but also threaten to 
boycott other books by those publishers who 
defy their blackout ultimatum.” 


Burce Barton, another patriotic Ameri- 
can, expresses the same views in a more 
forceful manner as follows: 


“We have turned our backs on history; we 
have violated the Biblican injunction: ‘Remove 
not the ancient landmarks’; we have lost our 
North Star. We have deliberately changed the 
meaning of words .. . More and more bureau- 
cracy, tighter and tighter controls over Freedom 
and Democracy. Lying to the people becomes 
conditioning the public mind. Killing people is 
peace. To be for America is to be an undesirable 
citizen and a social outcast . . . Crises abroad 
that any student of history would normally 
anticipate, hit the State Department and the 
Pentagon as a complete surprise.’ 


The spreading of Marxist ideas is now in 
the hands’of the media who lose no oppor- 


OLIVER GILBERT 


Hidden censorship 


tunity of putting over left wing views .and 
giving all possible publicity to Marxists 
especially in the periodical-selecting staffs of 
all branches of the publishing business. This 
is very noticeable in the book-selecting 
personnel of bookstores like W. H. Smith, 
libraries and education committees who 
select text books for schools and colleges. 


BOOKS REMOVED 


For instance, my local library (Worthing) 
has removed all books by Douglas Reed 
from its shelves, and the only way to get a 
copy of a book by this banned author is to 
persuade the library to try and get it from 
another library (they seldom can). | was 
told by the librarian that periodically they 
hold a staff meeting and decide what books 
to purchase. As most of the staff are young, 
they are most probably soaked in Marxist 
teaching from their schools. 

An example is a book published by Mac- 
millans by Basil Davidson called Discovering 
Africa’s Past. This is a typical Marxist book 
of the usual type produced to brainwash our 
children. It tells of Africa’s “glorious past”, 
its “great achievements” in art and culture 
and of Mau-Mau’s battle with the white 
oppressors for the liberation of its land from 
“colonialism”. The author describes how the 
reason the “very intelligent Africans” never 


discovered the plough or the wheel is. 


“because their way of life never called for 


‘their use” as they preferred to use primitive 


tools such as hoes. This sort of bilge goes on 
for page after page, until one feels sick. 
When | tried to get a copy of the 


Protocols of the Learned Elders of Zion 
from the library they kept on te:ling me that 
it was unobtainable. After making myself 
rather unpleasant with my protests that | 
had given the name and address of the pub- 
lishers and telephoned them to make sure 
the book was in stock, the library staff still 
maintained that it was out of print. At last, 
after several months of pressing them, | 
obtained through them a very tattered copy 
from the British Museum. 

By such underhand means is the public 
kept from reading the truth. That, coupled 
with the brainwashing on the media, accounts 
for our ill informed voters voting as they 
have done in the newspaper polls, on the 
‘phone or on TV on the hanging debate. The 
majority of articles and opinions aired were 
anti-capital punishment. Although 77 per- 
cent of the readers of the Daily Telegraph 
voted for its return in a poll published 
14/7/83, especially for terrorist murderers, 
our mainly ‘wet’ MPs voted 361 to 245 
against capital punishment, to the great 
disgust. of the voters who put them in the 
Westminster Gasworks. Particular credit is 
due to George Gardiner and Teddy Taylor, 
who unlike so many Tory MPs, have not 
gone soft. Fhe yellow-bellied creatures who 
voted against the motion for ending the 
blood-thirsty lives of Irish murderers will 
perhaps be remembered when they have the 
audacity to stand again at the next election 
as a mis-representative of the voters. Their 
delicate consciences did not allow them to 
vote as 77 per-cent of their constituents 
wanted them to. By such pusillanimous, 
chicken hearted men are we governed. 
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THE FUTURE NEEDS OF 


“BRITISH NATIONALISM 


NATIONALISM in all countries and in all 


times has suffered from schmismatism and 


fragmentation. It almost appears to be a 
developmental stage of fratricidal ingestion 
when those who should be united in a 


common purpose look for heresy in others 


of their own kind. Is it a primitive urge which 
wells from tribal insecurity enshrined in the 
folk consciousness of the past, an urge for 
racial homogeneity, the kinship of blood and 
the pure expression of a common racial 
destiny? 

This paradox of self-destruction was 
seen in Germany during the period of the 
Weimar Republic when the Stahlhelm and 
the Freikorps were often in conflict with 
their compatriots in the NSDAP. In Italy the 
Fascisti under Mussolini united the warring 
patriotic factions and in Germany unity was 
achieved by the purging of the malignant 
parasites which often affect adherence to 
Nationalist causes for their own opportunist 
ends. It is salutary that whilst in Germany 
the NSDAP freed itself from the Schleichers, 
von Papens and Roehms and cast aside the 
blandishments of the so called patriots such 
as Hugenberg, Mussolini failed to cleanse his 
movement of traitors and parasites and 
suffered the ultimate betrayal at the hands 
of Grandi and Ciano. Perhaps these historical 
references have little relevance to our present 
situation in Britain, but the lessons are there 
to be seen and to ignore their significance is 
to place our movement in peril. 


UNITY ESSENTIAL 


The first lesson is that nationalists 
should be united or federated behind one 
leader, who is the catalyst, the motivator of 
the movement and the director of “the 
programme and policy”. The movement 
should be élitist and disciplined. Those who 
discredit themselves or the movement, or 
most important of all their country, should 
be unacceptable in the ranks of our party. 
The party should be classless but united in 
purpose and ruthless in the pursuit of its 
objectives and a comfortless home for the 
dilettante and the dissembler. 

' At the moment the Nationalist cause 
suffers from the pseudo Thatcher/Nationalism 
which is a tawdry expression of class protec- 
tionism and a ploy for the maintenance of 
multi-national monopolism at the expense of 
our own industrial base. We trade with 
countries whose economies are not comple- 
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supporters, 


by S. CLAYTON-GARNETT 


mentary to our own and sever trading links 
with our traditional trading partners which 
have been the cornerstones of our commercial 
greatness. Why do we import French glass- 
ware, Swedish steel, motor bicycles from 
Japan, clothes pegs from Russia? What insanity 


in the cause of alleged reciprocal trade! Do. 


we not make these commodities — or did we 
not produce them before our factories were 
Thatcherised? We now suffer mass unemploy- 
ment but each commodity imported from a 
non-compatible trading partner contributes 
to the closure of our factories, and what of 
the millions of units of labour imported 
from Asia, the West Indies and South East 
Asia? Are we really surprised that three 
million people are unemployed? 

Thatcher Nationalism is cosmetic just as 


the Nationalism of Bruning, Hugenberg and 


the parasitic accretions around Mussolini. 
The electoral credibility of Thatcherism is an 
illusion created by the political incontinence 
of the Labour Party and the national fear of 
its dyspeptic policies, but the moment of 
Nemesis is not far away. The continuation of 
mass coloured immigration, the profligate 
waste of our oil revenues, the surrender of 
Our national sovereignty and interests to the 
Common Market and to the United States 
and the escalation of skill-wasting and morale- 
sapping unemployment: these are a few of 
the factors which will erode and ultimately 
discredit the Thatcher government, but what 
is to follow? Another package of chaos- 
oriented Socialism under yet another of 
yesterday’s men or one of their clones? The 
eclipse of Thatcherism will provide an 
opportunity for the new Nationalism which 
must be ready, in unity, to regenerate and 


morally rearm our country. 


AN ELITE 


| have used the word “élitist” because this 
is the vital ingredient in the projection of our 
party to the electorate. On many occasions 
Nationalism has been represented by people 
who by their appearance or language have 
created an adverse reaction which has been 
difficult to redress. We have also, because of 
the reticence of older and more experienced 
fielded young and politically 
inexperienced candidates in local elections 


and this has often created a crisis of credi- 
bility. There have been those who have seen 
our cause as a vehicle for violence and for a 
crude articulation of racial hatred as opposed 
to a policy of compulsory, self-financing 
humanitarian repatriation. We should present 
the electorate with representatives and 
policies which are inspiring and exemplary 
and with which people can identify. 

Within the party we should introduce a 
programme of political education extending 
into the use of effective techniques of policy 
presentation. Seminars should be held in 
each area where situation simulation exercises 
should receive special emphasis. The im- 
mediate objectives would be the translating 
of the political education programme into 
activities with an external dimension, making 
the public familiar with Nationalist policies. 
and activities and establishing community 
credibility for the party leading to electoral 
support. 

The task we face of achieving national 
resurgence is a difficult one. As a nation we 
are faced with alien communities within our 
midst encroaching upon and eroding our 
national culture and traditions, economic 
weakness, Marxist/Trotskyist subversion, 
monopolist/multi-nationalism, a failure of the 
national will and a breakdown of law and 
order. Symptoms of decadence pervade our 
national life: complacency; over indulgence; 
lack of patriotism; rampant materialism; 
pornography; toleration of homosexuality 
and permissive liberalism. We remain inert 
whilst our industries decline and our country 
is flooded with foreign goods and immigrant 
labour whilst our young people stand in 
idleness in the dole queues. 

We must be known as the party pledged 
to the solving of these social and industrial 
evils by radical and forceful means un-. 
hindered by restrictive conventions and 
protocols. These problems can only be 


solved with discipline and resolution and 
policies which put Britain first. 
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CENTRAL LONDON — SAT., OCTOBER 22 — IN THE AFTERNOON 


Speakers include:— 
JOHN TYNDALL 
CHARLES PARKER 


Organised by the BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 


Meeting point: East side of Trafalgar Square (outside South Africa House) 1.30 p.m. 


The rally will be followed by a social in the evening 
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“must be faced. 


SIR: The recent publication of Martin 
Webster’s gaygram to the unfortunate ‘Peter’ 
was both timely and necessary. The July 
issue of Spearhead in which the letter was 
reproduced has finally buried any lingering 
doubts regarding the ‘unshockable’ Mr. 
Webster among my acquaintances in the 


American patriotic community. It appears 
now as if they have dismissed entirely the 
numerous ‘red herrings’ swimming around 
as excuses for the convulsions within the 
Nationalist camp in Britain over the last 3 
years or so. Spearhead is to be congratul- 
ated. 

While. on the subject of Mr. Webster 
and the homo issue, readers may wish to 
excavate the April 1974 issue of Spearhead 
from their collections in order to hear what 
the man himself was saying back then about 
it. In his ‘Trouble Shooting’ column Mr. 
Webster was at pains to deny the story being 
told by a rather insidious member of the 
media that he was quoted in Gay News as 
being “the most sympathetic of politicians 
interviewed on the Gay Lib campaign for 
the reduction of the age of consent for male 
homosexuals from 21 to 16 years. 

Gay News did not, as Mr. Webster in- 
formed his readers, quote him as saying 
such. What he did say was: “I think soc- 
iety is right to protect young people from 
seduction. ” 

In the light of Mr. Webster's more rec- 
ent antics, one can only presume that 
‘Peter’ somehow failed to be included in 
the category of protected young people that 
Mr. Webster advocates. 

NEIL R. HESTER 
Haslett, Mich., U.S.A. 
SIR: The last paragraphs of Colin Jordan s 
article in the July issue express truths which 
“Racial survival and nat- 
ional resurgence constitute a law higher 
than the rules of democracy. They justify | 
any and every means... All else is illusion.” 
As Nietzsche tells us, however, some truths 
are like babies and must be carefully wrap- 
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ped up and hushed or they will squawk too 
loudly and wake the night watch. 

For starters, I recommend an exciting 
novel (available in paperback) by George 
Shipway, The Chilean Club. It was first 
published in 1971 by Peter Davies Ltd. Re- 
printed as a ‘Mayflower’ paperback in 
1973. Shipway, a successful writer of 
thrillers and historical novels, was one of 
those devoted servants of the British Raj I 
discussed in my article in the June issue. 
After reading The Chilean Club with del- 
ight amounting to exaltation (and exultat- 
ion), I opened a correspondence with Mr. 
Shipway and learned that this excellent 
blueprint for campaign strategy which Colin 
Jordan was talking about was to have been 


' made into a film — until the labour unions 


and race relations industry cottoned onto 
what the novel was saying. 

_I wonder if you have in Britain, as yet, 
notices in public places which say “Thank 
you for not smoking.’ They are ubiquitous 


in the United States, and this has led to an 


acquaintance of mine who had read my 
article on Gandhi to wonder if Indian rail- 
way station waiting rooms had signs saying 
‘Thank you for not defecating. 
PETER H. PEEL 
Reseda, Cal., U.S.A. 


SIR: Thanks for your excellent article in 
the August issue dealing with the white 
birthrate. 

Much of the problem that the white 
world (both capitalist and communist) is. 
facing today is the result of low birthrates. 
If the North European countries had much 
higher birthrates, there would be less ex- 
cuse to import “guest workers’, as many 
countries have done. | 

AsI see it, the main reason why white 
people almost everywhere have low birth- 
rates is that they do not feel happy about 
their societies or future. Today there is an 
anti-family atmosphere in most white coun- 
tries, resulting in the pursuit of a material- 
istic way of life. 

It is essential that we change the present 
system, and that must include rules that 
people with hereditary defects will not be 
allowed to have children. 

I do not think that we whites will start 
producing more healthy children until we 
have made a revolutionary change in the 
whole political and social system. 

LEIF ZEILON 
Stockholm, Sweden 


SIR: The following excerpts from the Con- 
stitution of the United Glass and Ceramic 
Workers of North America may interest 
your readers:- 
“We favour an intelligent democracy 
and believe it our duty to our country 


| SIR: 


to love it, to respect its flag and to 

defend it against all enemies.” 

Under details of procedure appears the 
following pledge:- 

“I pledge allegiance to the flag of the 

United States of America and to the 

Republic for which it stands — one nat- 

ion under God, indivisible with liberty 

and justice for all.” | 

Could any readers who belong to a 
union inform me of any such union in this 
country that requires its members to pledge 
loyalty to our nation? 

It appears from the actions and speeches 
of most of our trade union leaders that they 
owe their allegiance to the Soviet Empire. 

OLIVER GILBERT 
Worthing, Sussex 


I should like to thank Kenneth McKil- 
liam for his article ‘How World War II 
came about” in last month's issue. I have 
followed Mr. McKilliam’s writings for a 
number of years but was especially impres- 
sed with this recent contribution because of 
its quality and accuracy. 

The vast majority of our people are 
completely unaware of the conspiratorial 
actions that brought about the greatest ever 
bloodbath of the white race under the myth 
that the destruction of Germany would end 
a supposed tyranny. In reality the opposite 
was achieved, and that terrible conflict 
resulted in the setting up of a world-wide 


tyranny, controlled and directed by Inter- 


national Jewry. : 
TERRY FITZGERALD 
London S.E. 2 


SIR: The recent performance of the Nat- 
ional Front in the General Election gives 
proof, if any more is needed, that the NF is 
a spent force. Its leaders are confused and 
its organisation chaotic. These leaders 
claim that they represent the only true Nat- 
ionalist movement in Britain, while in the 
same breath they state that they are devel- 
oping ‘new’ and ‘revolutionary’ National- 
ist ideals. How can a Nationalist party 
suddenly start formulating 'new policies? 
The underlying principles of British Nation- 
alism do not change with the passage of 
time. Nationalist ideals today are the same 
as they were in the 1930s and in the 1960s 
and 1970s. 

The leadership of the National Front is 
trying to twist and turn the party on a tight- 
rope. The fall is bound to come; itis only 
a matter of time. The remaining mem- 
bership of the NF will then in effect have 
their new party loyalty decided for them. 
The British National Party will be WAANS 
for them with open arms. 

R. THOMAS 
Plymouth 


ereto stay” 


The pro-EEC 
leaflet 


CONSERVATIVE CENTRAL OFFICE, no 
doubt alarmed at the growth of anti-Common 
Market feeling among the British people, 
recently produced a leaflet intended to 


boost the popularity of the Market. The 


arguments put forward in the leaflet amount 
to such claptrap that we simply cannot resist 
reproducing them here, together with our 
Own answers. 

This is what the leaflet says: — 


TRADE: We have a substantial trading 
surplus with the EEC.-43 per-cent of our 
exports go there — West Germany is our 
biggest single market, and seven of our 
community partners are among our top ten 
customers. 


OUR ANSWER: Our trading surplus with 
the EEC is accounted for mainly by our 
exports of North Sea oil — something we 
would be selling to Europe if we were not in 
the Common Market. When it comes to the 
life-blood of the British economy, manufac- 
turing industry, our trade with the EEC runs 
into a large deficit. West Germany may indeed 
be our biggest export market, but in manu- 
factured goods the West Germans sell far 
more to us than we sell to them. The same is 
true of the majority of other EEC member 
countries. The leaflet stresses what we export 
to Europe but conveniently hides the facts 
of what we import in return. 


INVESTMENT: Because we are in the Com- 
munity — the largest trading bloc in the 
world — the United Kingdom has attracted 
massive investment, particularly from 
America and Japan. Most of this would melt 
like snow if we came out. 


OUR ANSWER: This is grossly misleading. 
In fact the overall rate of investment in 
British industry at the present time is not 
high at all. The leaflet fails to mention the 
lack of British money being invested in 
home industries — something far preferable 
to foreign investment because it leaves our 
own industries under British control instead 
of foreign control. And anyway the rate of 
investment coming into industry depends 
entirely on whether it is booming or declining. 
Our industry is declining, largely because of 
the Common Market, and investment is in 
fact therefore low. 


JOBS: All this adds up to a lot of employ- 
ment. It is estimated that 2% million British 
jobs depend on Common Market trade. 


OUR ANSWER: Misleading again. What the 


s BRITAIN AND EUROPE 


TRIP 


leaflet is saying is that ubout 2% million 
British workers eam their living making 
goods that are sold to the EEC. What it does 
not say is that nearly 3% million Britons are 
currently out of work because of the flooding 
of the British market with manufactured 
imports — largely from the EEC. We could 
find jobs for these 3% million, and enable 
the other 2% million to keep their jobs, if we 
stopped these ae and bought British 
instead. 


FOOD: The Common Agricultural Policy 
has given us secure food supplies. Compare 
that with the desperate shortages of the 
Communist World. A smaller slice of the 
household budget is now spent on food than 
when we joined the Community. 


OUR ANSWER: Britain had secure food 
supplies before she joined the EEC. They 
came mainly from domestic sources and 
from the White Commonwealth. We could 
obtain food again from those same sources if 
we left the EEC and at better prices. All that 
the CAP has done is force the price of food 
up and provide the Communist world with 
food at rock bottom price from out of its 
surpluses — thus helping Communism. 


GRANTS: Britain has received grants and 
loans from Europe totalling nearly £6,000 
million. 

OUR ANSWER: Loans have to be repaid. 
The grants, equalling about £3,500 million 
are counter-balanced by the money we 
pay into Europe. 


PEACE: The Community has brought 
together in partnership countries which have 
fought each other twice this century in wars 
which claimed millions of dead and left 
Europe in ruins. 


OUR ANSWER: Is Tory Central Office 
claiming that there would have been another 
war in Europe had the EEC not been formed? 


If so, this is stretching credulity a little too 


far. In fact the interminable squabbles within 
the EEC, even. if they have not escalated into 
war, have done much more to divide Euro- 
peans than to unite them. If Britain, France, 
Germany and Italy left the EEC and went 
their own ways in the world, there would be 
no cause whatever for war between them 
and they would quarrel much less. 


SECURITY: As our Prime Minister has said: 
“The Community strengthens the influence 
of the European States and complements 


E FROM TORY 
CENTRAL OFFICE 


NATO by offering an assurance of security 
and stability in an increasingly turbulent 
world.” 


OUR ANSWER: Security? The fact is that, 
as the Tories admit, Western Europe could 
not resist a Soviet invasion without massive 
outside help from: America. And this is 
despite the fact that the Western European 
States slightly exceed those of the Soviet 


Bloc in population and far exceed them in 


industrial capacity. 


INFLUENCE: In trade negotiations and in 
foreign affairs Britain has real influence 
through the Community. Consider how Lord 
Carrington has taken thé lead, particularly 
with his plan for closes co-operation in 
foreign policy. 

OUR ANSWER: What really matters is not 
influence within the European Community 
but influence throughout the world. Under 
successive Tory Governments, and particu- 
larly since we joined the EEC, British world 
influence has greatly declined. As for Lord 
Carrington, we feel that his record in 
Rhodesia and over the Falklands speaks for 
itself! 


THE COST: Our membership ‘subscription’ 
is equivalent to less than a half penny in the 
pound of total annual public expenditure, or 


~ about one fiftieth of the cost of social 


security in Britain. Under Labour Britain's 
contribution doubled; under the Conser- 
vatives, it’s been halved. 


OUR ANSWER: What does ‘less than a half 
penny in the pound of total annual public 
expenditure’ come to? At present reckoning, 
around £500 million. This cancels out any 
advantage gained from EEC grants, as we 
have indicated earlier. 


REFORMS: The Government, backed by 
Conservatives in the European Parliament, is 
taking the lead over sensible reforms, in- 
cluding: 
Improvements to the Common Agricul- 
tural Policy to end wasteful surpluses 
A new approach to the Community 
budget, to make it fairer and more cost- 
effective 


OUR ANSWER: And so far where has this 
‘lead’ got us? What the Government has 
sought in the way of reforms has been resisted 
by other EEC members all down the line, 
particularly the French. It just underlines 
the incompatibility of national interests 
within the Community. 
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. Lodge, Perry Vale, London S.E.23. 


New recordings 
now available! 


BNP Recordings are pleased to announce 
two new cassettes which will be available 
from early in the new year, These are:— 


RALLY ‘82 

This recording features speeches made at 
the British National Party rally in London on 
October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘Unite and fight for Britain’s future”. 

On side 1 of the cassette are recordings 
of the speeches by Charles Parker and Ray 


_ Hill; on side 2 is the closing speech by John 
Tyndall. ; | 


TYNDALL SPEAKS (II) 


e This cassette features the 4th and Sth of 
a series of specially recorded talks by John 
Tyndall, made in a studio employing Hi-Fi 


“equipment. The talks are: — 


Side 1: The case for nationalism. In this, 
talk the BNP leader demolishes the most 
frequently used arguments employed in 
opposition to the nationalist idea and urges 
that that idea is now essential to Britain’s 
survival. 

Side 2: Tragedy of the 20th Century. In 
this recording Tyndall speaks of World War II 
and its ruinous consequences for Britain and 
the West. 

Both these talks provide ideal instruc- 
tional material for educating young people in 
nationalism. 


We also remind everyone of two other 
recordings still available which have proved 
very popular. These are: — 


VOICES OF NATIONALISM 


Side 1 of this cassette features recordings 
of parts of the speeches made at the Nationalist 
Unity rally in London on September Sth 
1981. Hear John Tyndall, Ray Hill, Kenneth 
McKilliam, Len Bearsford Walker and others. 

Side 2 consists of the third of the series 
of specially recorded talks by John Tyndall 
entitled The coming British revolution. In this 
talk Tyndall exposes the fraud of the political 
system masquerading as ‘democracy’ and 
outlines vital changes needed to raise the level 
of British political leadership. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS (I) 


The first two recorded talks of a series 
by the BNP leader. These are: — 

Side 1: Our Anglo-Saxon heritage. This 
talk is about the great world-wide heritage of 
the Anglo-Saxon-Celtic peoples and calls for 
their unity. 

Side 2: Britain’s economic crisis. Tyndall 
speaks: about the breakdown of the British 
economy over a long period and calls for a 
new economic policy based on economic 
nationalism. 


Cassettes now cost £3.50 ach — plus 


16%p for postage. All orders should be sent 


to: BNP Recordings, 
Sussex BN3 3SB. 


Boxed i15,aHove; E. 


YOUNG NATIONALIST 


Read Young Nationalist the paper for 
youth published on behalf of the Youth 
Section of the British National Party. 
Send 20p for sample copy to: 16 Vale 
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Issue No. 


STOKE GROUP 
FORMED 


THE WEST MIDLANDS, not hitherto one of 
the strongest areas for the British National 
Party, is gradually increasing in strength 
and becoming better organised. Ona rec- 
ent liason trip to the area by National Org- 
aniser Charles Parker, a Stoke unit, led by 
Charles Andrews, was formed. Mr. Parker 
also met Stan Goodwin, once a major fig- 
ure in West Midlands Nationalism, who 
promises to bring into the party several 
formerly very active Nationalists. 


NATIONAL VANGUARD: The hard-hitting 


and inspiring magazine for the white people 


of the world. Sample copy £1 from: Aur- 
ora Promotions, PO Box 84, Ipswich IP1 GIN. | 


- Buyback issues of Spearhead 


Recently we have received many enquiries about back issues. 


ting here a list of all back issues in stock and 
able prices. 


Welcome back! 


THIS MONTH we are delighted to welcome 
back two friends from the 1970s. 

Stan Goodwin was up the end of 1979 
the West Midlands Regional Organiser for 
the National Front. During his time the 
party became stronger in that region than 
ever before or since. He was one of the 
many who left the NF at the end of 1979 
in protest against the failure of the Direct- 
orate to stamp out homosexuality in the 
party. Last month he enlisted in the BNP. 

We also welcome Frank Dawber from 
Hyde, near Manchester, who came to 
prominence in the NF as the manager of a 
local football team of young members. 
Mr. Dawber recently resigned from the NF 
and came over to the BNP. 


We are therefore prin- 
available for sale, together with the applic- 


We will be glad to supply these issues on demand, and we recommend a sel- 


ection of old Spearheads as an excellent method of winning new converts to the cause, We. 


draw readers’ attention, however, to the fact 


that, prior to issue no. 140 Spearhead gave 


its support to the National Front. Issues before that number are recommended for the per- 
sonal interest of the reader but not for redistribution to potential converts. 


Date Price Issue No. Date Price 
89 - Nov. 1975 12p 150 Apr. 1981 30p 
125 Jan. 1979 20p 151 May 1981 30p 
127 Mar. 1979 20p 152 Jun. 1981 35p 
128 May /Jun. 1979 20p 153 Jul. 1981 35p 
130 Aug. 1979 20p 154 Aug. 1981 39p 
131 SED. 1919 30p 155 Sep. 1981 35p 
132 Oct. 1979 30p 156 OCE 4961 39p 
133 Nov. 1979 30p 157 Nov. 1981 35p 
134 Dec. 1979 30p 158 Dec. 1981 35p 
135 Jan. 1980 30p 159 Jan. 1982 39p 
136 Feb. 1980 30p 160 Feb. 1982 39p 
137 Mar. 1980 30p 161 Mar. 1982 39p 
138 Apr. 1980 30p 162 Apr. 1982 39p 
139 May 1980 30p 163 May 1982 35p 
140 Jun. 1980 30p 164 Jun. 1982 39p 
141 Jul. 1980 30p 165 Jul. 1982 39p 
144 Oct. 1980 30p 166 Aug. 1982 39p 
145 Nov. 1980 30p 167 Sep. 1982 39p 
146 Dec. 1980 30p 168 Oct. 1982 39p 
147 “Jan. 1981 30p 176 Jun. 1983 40p 
148 Feb. 1981 30p 177 Jul. 1983 40p 
149 Mar. 1981 30p 178 Aug. 1983 40p 


Discounts for bulk purchases of the above issues are available at the following rates: 
10-19 copies 30 per-cent; 20-49 copies 35 per-cent; 50-99 copies 50 per-cent; 100 


“copies or over 65 per-cent. 


Postage rates for copies should be assessed 


on the basis of each copy weighing 50g. 


Orders will only be dispatched on receipt of cash. Please address all remittances to 
Spearhead and send them to 52 Westbourne Vills, Hove, Sussex. Please do not include 
any such remittances 4s part of payments made to other bodies with which Spearhead is 


allied and associated. 


FOCUS ON THE BRANCHES 


Leeds a stronghold of the 


THE CITY OF LEEDS has been a bastion of 
British Nationalism, both in the pre-war 
and post-war period. In the great Nation- 
alist upsurge in the 1970s it was one of the 
major strongholds of the movement in the. 
North of England. , When the Nationalist 
movement became split at the end of that 
decade, Nationalism in Leeds also became 
split, with one faction remaining with the 
National Front, one faction allying itself 
with the NF ‘Constitutional Movement’ and 
the remainder siding with the New Nation- 
al Front, later to become part of the British 
National Party. 

The latter group, led by Mick Gibson, 
has gradually become the main Nationalist 
force in Leeds and is now one of the best 
and most active BNP branches. 

One of the successful features of the 
development of the Leeds BNP has been the 
healing of the rift between young and old 
Nationalists in the area, something which 
existed in the old NF behind the facade of 
party unity. Some undesirable elements 
had infiltrated the younger section of the 
local membership and their behaviour had 
alienated many of the members of more 


MICK GIBSON 


which complement one another. Two 
mainstays among the older members have 
been Dave Woolston and George Shillito. 

Leeds NNF.and later BNP grew through 
regular leafletting and paper sales, as a 
result of which many new Nationalists were 
recruited. In the earlier phase Frank Ang- 
uige bore a heavy workload in organising 
these activities. After he retired for a rest 
from politics, his pises was taken by Tony 
Haunch. 

In addition to street activities, Leeds 
BNP regularly hold well staged and well 
attended branch meetings and Nationalist 
film shows. 

The Leeds branch has also been very 
successful in fund-raising and is among the 


mature years, who ceased to come to meet- best-financed branches in the country — 


ings or attend activities. Now Leeds BNP 
has an ideal blend of youth and experience 


British, é 
Nationalist 


You can obtain single copies of British 
Nationalist by paying a subscription of 
£3.40 for 12 issues (for subscribers in the 
British Isles). For subscribers overseas the 
rate is £4.00 for 12 issues (surface mail). 

If you wish to obtain British Nationalist 
in bulk for redistribution, the rates are: — 


10 copies £1.20 + 
25 copies £2.70 + 


32p post 
94p post 
50 copies £4.80 +£1.57 post 
106 copies £8.40 + £1.90 post 
150 copies £12.00 + £2.10 post 
200 copies £15.00 + £2.25 post 
300 copies £21.00 + £2.55 post 
400 copies £26.40 + £2.80 post 
500 copies £32.00 ) Bulk rates 
1,000 copies £62.00 ) by roadline 


A.| cheques or postal orders should be 
made out to British Nationalist, PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS. Please keep orders and 
enquiries for British Nationalist totally 
separate from other correspondence in order 
to avoid delay and confusion. . 


The Thunderbolt — Action newspaper of 
the National States Rights Party, P.O. Box 
1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 
Send a £5 note for 1 year’s subscription, 


not because it is favoured with a wealthy 
membership but because of energetic fund- 


North 


raising activity and careful conservation of 
funds. Treasurer Terry Mullery must take 
much of the credit for this. 

Leeds BNP has also assisted the develop- 
ment of party units in other parts of York- 
Shire, such as Bradford, Wakefield, Sheff- 
ield and York. 

Aside from the members mentioned, 
among the most consistent activists have 
been Martin Oddy, Tom Brattan, Jim Old- 
field and John Duckenfield. 

Although he will not thank us for saying 
so, however, the major catalyist has been 
Mick Gibson, who has supplied a quiet, 
modest and unobtrusive style of leadership 
which has been highly effective in welding 
together a fine team of activists not divided 
by factional or personality quarrels. 

In the recent General Election Leeds 
branch fought two local seats and assisted 
also in the campaigns in Bradford, Wake- 
field and York. In both the Leeds seats the 
votes obtained were higher than the nation- 
al average achieved by the party. 
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LATEST FROM 
THE FRONT 


THE NATIONAL FRONT has of late made 


great stress in its publications upon the need 
-for ‘ideological development’ and to this 
end has emphasised the importance of the 
‘internal education of its members, ‘part- 
icularly the younger ones. 

Those who are curious as to what sort of 
ideological development and internal edu- 
cation are being imparted to these young 
members will be interested in a report 
which appeared in the Wolverhampton Ex- 


Leaflet blitz 
by Front | 


The Nati nal Front, which is | 
contesting four West Midland 
ae as ae is pinning its: 

s on a massive leaflet dis- 
leribu Here nie peels eae 
| n l à tion. 
i offi 3 Deter arriner said in. 

' Birmingham yesterday that the : 
| party had no political meetings : 
anaes for its battlegrounds of | 
| eriden, Wolverhampton | 
'South East and the Birming- ` 

ham constituencies of Yardley 
¿and Hodge Hill. 

He explained: “We feel our | 
| energies can be better used by 
| Canvassing and pushing leaflets; 
‘through doors, rather than} 
fighting off agitators at peter | 
tneetings.” 


THE TELL-TALE REPORT 
Cutting from the Express and Star 


press and Star last May in which it was 
stated that the party official responsible for 
this function .in the Midlands was a Mr. 
Peter Marriner, described in the report as 
the “Midland Regional Education Officer . 
What are Mr. Marriner s credentials for 


his job? Well, 
current criteria that seem to prevail in the 
National Front they are excellent. 

On the 6th September 1971 Peter Marr- 
iner appeared in court at West Bromwich 
under an alias of Peter Roy Hamilton Kerr. 
He was charged with stealing money from 
two homosexuals while engaging in in- 
decent acts with them in public lavatories. 
He was jailed on this charge for 12 months. 

Marriner, it came out in the evidence, 
had some years previously been a frequent 
habituee of men s toilets, where he incited 
young males to engage in homosexual acts 
with him, then in the process robbed them. 
After incurring a 9-month suspended sen- 
tence as a result of these activities, he 
gave up the pursuit. Some time later, 
however, he met two men who had been 
his accomplices in crime and they black- 
mailed him into returning to the activity, 
Marriner at that time being in the process 
of trying to rehabilitate himself as a res- 
pectable member of society. 

As a result he got caught and was sent to 
prison. With his 12-month sentence on the 
later charge he also had to serve the 9- 


month sentence that had previously been 


suspended. 

If the authenticity of these facts should 
be disputed, we refer readers to reports of 
the case printed in the Express and Star on 
the 20th August and 9th September 1971. 

Three years later Marriner was getting 
himself mentioned in dispatches in Gay 
News (19th December 1974). On this occ- 
asion he attracted attention by forming part 
of a two-man delegation of the Gay Liber- 
ation Front which stormed into the office of 


it would appear that by the | 


exposure of Marriner, 


Introducing the Midlands 
Education Officer 


PETER MARRINER 
Habituee of men's toilets 


the Director of Education for the Birming- 
ham area in protest against a directive to 


schools in the area not to allow gay-libbers 


to come and talk to schoolchildren. 

After receiving copies of these reports 
concerning Marriner, we made discreet en- 
quiries to check whether he did, «s reported, 


hold the post of NF Education Officer for 


the Midlands, 
Head Office, 


as we anticipated that NF 
when confronted with this 
would issue a denial 
that he held any office in the party. Our 


enquiries have established that Marriner 


does in fact hold the office attributed to 
him and is extremely active promoting the 
NF in the West Midlands. To date there is 
no evidence of any rebuttal of the May 


1983 report in the Express and Star. 


Comment by us on these facts would, 


we feel, be superfluous. 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 20p for information pack. 


To: 
P.O. BOX 115 


HOVE 
E. SUSSEX BN3 3SB 
(Tel. 0273 777540) 
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